
One Hornsby Drive , Marlton, NJ 08053-1927 

November 1.2005 5:42 PM 

Representative J im Saxton 
US.  House o f  Representatives 
2217 Royburn House Of f ice Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stote Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Saxton: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f lat fee. Many o f  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on o revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distonce, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distonce a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized f o r  doing so. 

A f l a t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rurol consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shift ing the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume to low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. In addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fec t  on small businesses 011 ocross 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am o member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their,website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change to o f l a t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word to my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf, letting them know how a f lat fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency, 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward to henrinp ohout your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Gary Poorman Sr  

,, 

I . ,$.. . , , . ,  ? . ' ~  ~ . '  cc: 
The Federal communications Commission 



Annette Chatel 
20 C Coinineicial S t ,  Leipsic, OH 4.5856 

Senator Mike DeWine 
U.S. Senate 
140 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washin@ou, DC 20510-0001 

Suhject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on lJnivcrsal ScMcc CC Docket 96-45 

I)c:ir Senator DeWinc: 

I have serious conrems regarding the Federal Coininunicatioiis Commissions' (FCC) positioii to c1rary.e the 1 :nixrsal 
Scnice Fund (USk7 collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, inrluding me, m y  friends, 
lamily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unhir chaugc proposed by the FCC. 

As yon know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. 11 the 
1CC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousaud minutes a mouth of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the hiid as someone who uses zem niinutes of long dist;um a month. 
Cimstituents wlio use their limited resources wisely should uot be penali/.cd for doing so.  

A llat fee lax could cause m a n y  low-volume long distance uscrs, like students, prepaid wireless uscrs, senior citi/cris 
;ual low-income residential aid rural consumers, to give up their phones due to uriallordable monthly iiicrcascs ou 
their bills. Shifting lhc funding burden of (hc IJSF from high volurnc to lowvolume users is railiral mil unneressaiy. 
111 addilioii, it would have a highly detrimeutal effect on small businesses all across America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, ofwhich I am a member, keeps me informed about the IJSF issue mi t t1  monthly 
newsletters and up to date infonuation on their website, including links to FCC information. Wide I am aware that 
licderal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass aloug" tlresc Cccs to their rustomcrs, the reality is that tlicy 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. Ifthc FCC goes to a numbers Wed, my seivice mill  cost 
more. And according to the Coal~tion's recent meeiiugs with top FCC ofirials, the FCC has plaus to rhangc 10 ;I llat 
Ice system SOOIL and without legislation. 

I will mntinuc to  monitor devclopmcuts ou the issue m d  continue t o  spread llic word to my wmmuuity. I request 
you pass along my cimccnis to the FCC ou m y  behalf, Iettuig ihem know Iiow a llat fcc trlx could ~lisi,n,l,ortion;Itel) 
;ilIirt tla>sc ill your constituciicy. 

'l'liank you Cor your coutinued work aud I look Ibnvard to hearing about your position on this ~uatter 

Sinccl-cly, 

Anrrettc Chatel 

cc: 
'l'lic Federal Communications Comrnissioll 



.3 

Sheny Bradl 
321 Coimamy Road , Rloomiugdde, GA 31302-9204 

November 2, 200.5 8:20 AM 

Heprcscutaiivc John Hmow 
I1.S. House of Representatives 
226 C a ~ ~ o n  House Oflice Huilding 
Washir@on, DC 20515-0001 

Sub.jecl: Re: Fedenl-Slate Joint Board on Universal Sercice CC Docket 96-45 

I)GU Rc11rcscutativc Harrow: 

I have selious c o n c e ~ ~ ~ s  regarding tlie Federal Communications Commissions' (ICC) position to chauge the llnivcrsal 
Sciuicc lkml (I IS19 collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your coustitueuls, iucludiug me, m y  friends, 
l a d y  and neighlxm, will he 1legd:dliVely impacted by the uriliair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more inlo the system. If the 
FCC chauges that system to a flat fee, that meaus that someone who uses oue tliousaud minutes a moritli of long 
diskillce, pays the Sane alnoulit into the fund as Someolle who uses zero milrutes of long distaure a month. 
Cousliluents who use their limited resources uisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

A llat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and lowincome residential a id  mral consumers, lo give up llieir phoucs due to uudli)rdable inoutlily increases 011 

their hills. Shifting die funding burden of the USF from high volume lo low-volunie users is radical aid unneressaq. 
111 addition, it would trave a h@y deirirneiital effect 011 small husilresses all across Anierird. 
' ~ l ic  Keep I JSF Fair Coalition, or which I am a member, keeps me informed ahout h e  1 ISF issue with monthly 
newsletters arid up to date information on thcir website, including links to FCC infonnatiou. Whilc I am ;iwm: that 
federal law does uot require companies to recover, or "pass along" thcse fees to heir customers, the i.eality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure 1 am clrargd fiirly. If the FCC goes to a uumbers mcd, m 
more. And acci~rding to the Coalitioris reccnl mectiugs wit11 top FCC officials, the FCC tias pkms I< 
fcc system soou arid without legislatioil. 

iue to monilor developments on llie issue and couliue to  spread tlie word to my community. I rc(1ucst 
ong my co1iccIns to the FCC 011 m y  behalf, lcltiug them know how a flat fee tan could ~ l i s ~ ~ r ~ ~ ~ ~ o i l i o i ~ ~ ~ t ~ l ~  

allect ~liosc iu your coilstitucrsy. 

Thank YOU for your routinueil work arid I look li,iward lo heaing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Slicnv Hrad 

cc: 

'l'he Federal Coinmuincations Commission 



melinda Cairns 
705 S Ash , McPherson, KS 67460 

NovcinI,er 2, 2005 7:01, AM 

Rcprcscrltativc Jeny Moran 
I I.S. House of Rcpresentatives 
2443 Rayburn House Office Bldg. 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subjecl: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Senice CC Docket 96-45 

lkar  Representative Moran: 

I liave serious concerns reguding the I’edenl Communications Commissions’ (FCC) positioli to charge thc Ilnlvcrial 
Sciiilrc Ihial (I JSE? collcrtirm method to a monthly flat fee. 
lainily ;md iieighburs, will be negatively impacted by the unfair cha~igc proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, IJSF is cunently collected on a revenue basis. I’eople who use ino1.e pay more iuto the system. 
I’CC changes that system to a flat fee, that means that sumeone who uses one thousad  minutes a inuiith O I I O W  
distance, pays the same amount into the furid as someone who uses zero minutes of long dislaricc a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized fix iloiug so. 

A llat lee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prcpaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income rcsiilcntial and rural consumers, to give up their phones due t o  uIralTurdablc inoritlily increases o n  
thcir bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF from hill vulume to lowvolume users is r a d i d  and unnecessa?. 
111 additiuri, it would trave a higld~~detrimcnlalnerital eflect on small businesses all across America. 
’lhe Keep llSF F i r  Coalition, of which I a n  a member, keeps me infbrmed alxiut the I JSF issue with moidlrly 
newsletters and up to date information on tlreir website, iiicludiig links to FCC information. While 1 ani aware that 
federal law does not require companies to recuvcr, or “pass along” these liees to their custonrcrs, the rcahty is tlmt tlicy 
do. As a consumer I umkl  like ensure 1 am rlrarged fGrly. If the FCC p e s  to a ~mmbers taxed, my service will cost 
mol-e. . h i l  according tu the Coalition’s recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plais to rliange to a tlat 
fee system so011 arid without legislation. 

I uill continue Lo monitor developments on the issue ald coritinue to spread the word to my conununity. I i.eetlucst 
yuu pass along my roncenis to the FCC on my behalf, lctiiig them hiow how a llal fee h~ could dispri)poilioIrately 
;illect thosc in ynur constituency. 

I hank yuu for your continued work and I look foward to hcaiiig about your position on this matter. 

Sincrdy,  

Many ol  your rollstitucrlls, ira.lurling me, my fiielals, 

If the 

I /  

cc: 
I. I lie Federal Cominunicatioiis C o m s s i o n  



I I JAN 2 (c 2006 

I FCC-MAILROOM I 
Ssrlene Bripsemeister 
110 Maple St .  Clear Lake, WI 54005-3443 

November 2,2005 2 : W  TIM 

Representative Wave Obey 
U.&. Slouse of Representatives 
2314 Rayburn Tiouae Office Buildins 
Washington, QC 20515-0001 

Subjeet: 4e: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service C%9ocket 96-45 

'Bear Representative Obey: 

I have serious concerns rg3arding the Federal Communications Cbmmissions' (FCCJ position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (US?) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your eonstituents. ineiuding me, m y  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the TCC. 

fls you know, UBI= is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who use8 one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distanee users, like students. prepaid wireless users, senior eitizens 
and low-ineome residential and rurai consumers. to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the U&F from high volume to low-volume users is radieal and unneeessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The ~~p U6P Fair Coalition, of which i am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthiy newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCCinfonnation. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or"pass along" these jees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the PCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  serviee wili cost more. flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top PCCofficials, the TCC has plans to change lo a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue lo monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a fiat fee tax eould disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

9arlene Briesemeister 

ee: 
The Federal Cbmmunications Commission 



I FCC-MAILROOM I jam= vandcrford 
1178 braly drive, summerville, SC294.85 

llovember 2, 2005 J:l? QM 

SenatorJim Wemint 
U. S .  Senate 
340 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, 9C 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC'Bocket 96-45 

Wear Senator Wemint: 

I have 6erious concerns regarding the Federal Communications hmmiaaions' (FCQ position to change lhlr Universal 
Serviez Fund (USn collection method lo a monthly pat fee. Many of your consliluentx. including me. mu Irlends. fnmily 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, UBF i5 currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. if the 
PCCehanges lhat system lo a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minules a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Cbnsllluents who use lheir limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

-6 flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users. s$nior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, lo give up their phones due lo unaffordable monthiy increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom hiyh volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, il would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across Tlmerica. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USP issue with monthly newsletters 
and up lo dale information on their website, ineluding links to TCC information, While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companiw to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their eustomers, the realily is that they do. e% a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes lo a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. find 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top SCCofficials, the FCC has pians lo change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue lo monitor developmenls on Ihe issue and continue to spread the word lo m y  community. I requesl you 
pass along m y  eoncerns to the PCCon m y  behalf, lelting them know hou a flat fee tax could disproporlionalcly affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this  matier. 

Sincerely, 

james vanderford 

cc 
Tne Federal 6mmunieations Commission 



Jamm 0. Tumu 
2980 West Crestview Qrive , prescott, f l Z  86305-7008 

November 2.2005 2 59 'AM 

Representative Rick %nzi 
U.S. ?louse oJ 'Rgpresentatives 
4,18 Cannon llouse Oflice Building 
Washington, 9 C  20515-0001 

Subjeet: Re: Federal-Stateloint 8oard on Universal Serviee CQoeket 96-45 

'Bear Representative Renzi: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position lo change the Universal 
Service Fund (USV eolleetion method lo a monthly flat fee. Many oJ your constituents, including me. my Jriends, family 
and neighbors, will he negativeiy impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

,#s you know, USF is currently eolleeted on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I J  thc 
FCCehanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 01 long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance D month. 
Constituents who use their limited reaourees wisely should not be penalized for doiny so. 

fl flat fee tax eould cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior eitizens 
and low-ineome residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. ahifling lhe funding burden of the USSfrom high volume to tow-volume users is radical and unneeessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on amall businesses all acrom dmeriea. 
The Kaep USf Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up lo date information on their web%ile, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or"pas8 along" these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am eharyed fairly. IJ the FCCyoes lo a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. 'flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCoffieials, the FCC has plans to change to a Jiat Jee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I wilt eontinue to monitor developments on the issue and eontinue to spread the word to m y  eommunity. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, lettiny them know how a flat fee tax eouid disproportionately aJJect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you Jor your eontinued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sineerely, 

James 0. Turner 

ee: 
The Federal Communieations Commission 



7225 Country Life Acres, Cedar Hill, MO 63016 

November 1.2005 5:42 PM 

Representative Russ Carnahan 
U.S. House of Representatives 
1232 Longworth House Of f ice Building 
Washington, DC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Representative Carnahan: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly flat fee. Many o f  your constituents. including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  
the FCC changes that  system t o  a flat fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes o f  long distance a 
month. Constituents who,use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized f o r  doing so. 

A f la t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shift ing the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume t o  low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detrimental e f fect  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, o f  which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website, including links t o  FCC information. While I am aware 
that federal law does not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their  customers, the 
reality is that  they do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  a numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the 
FCC has plans t o  change t o  a f l a t  fee system soon and without legislation. 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCCon my behalf, letting them know how a f la t  fee tax could 
disproportionately a f fec t  those in your constituency. 

Thank you f o r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your positisn on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Dale White 

cc 
The Federal Communicatiqns Commission 



1 JAN 2 (C 2006 I 
Joanna Martin FCC - MAILROOM 

November 2,2005 W2.5 flM 

Senator Maria Cantwell 
US. Senate 
717Hart Senate OffieeBuilding 
Washington. 9C 20510-0001 

hubject: 'I&: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CCWoeket 96-4.5 

s e a r  Senator Cantwell: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communicetions Commissions' (FGCJ position to change the Universal 
$enice Fund (US+=) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

'Ps you know, USV is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
TCCehanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of IonR 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who use8 zero minutes of long distance a month 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not he penalized for doing $0. 

'P flat fee lax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom hiyh volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, it would haven highly detrimental elfeet on small businesses all across flmerica. 
7be Qep USFFair Cbalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly news1etter.s 
and UP to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law doe8 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. f h d  
according to the Cbalition's recent meetings with top FCG officials, the SCC has pians lo change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislalion. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request LJOU 

pass along my concerns lo the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

7bank you Jor your continued work and I look [orward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincere1 y. 

Joanna Martin 

cc: 
%e Vederal Communications rammission 



Tracy hhooling 
206 W 5711 , Qad Oak, lfl51566-2152 

November 2.2005 153 ,pial 

Senator &uck crassley 
U.S. Senale 
135 flart Senate Office Building 
Washington, QC 20510-0001 

Subject: ??.a: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CCQocket 96-45 

Qear Senator Grassley: 

I have serious concerns regarding the federal Communications Commissions' (FCO position lo change the Universal 
Service Fund (USV collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. family 
and neighbors, will be negativeiy impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, US5 is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the systcm. If Ihv 
FCCchanges that syslem lo a flal fee, lhat means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a monlh of lony 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Canslituents who use their limited resources wisely should no1 be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long dislance users, like students, prepaid wireles8 users, senior citizens 
and iow-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due lo unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume lo low-volume users is radicai and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on smaii businesses ail across flmerica. 
The Keep USPSair Coalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsiiiller% 
and up to date information on their website, including links lo FCCinformation. While I a m  aware lhat federal law doe8 
not require companies lo recover, or "pass along" these fees lo lheir customers. the reality is that they do. flis a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged Jairly. If the FCCgoes lo a numbers taxed, my service will cost more. find 
according to the Coalition's recenl meelings with top FCCofficials, the FCChas pians lo change to a fiat fee system 
soon and without legislation 

I will conlinue lo monitor devalopmenls on the issue and continue lo spread the word lo my community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to thgFCCon my behalf, lelting them know how a flat fee lax could disproportionately aJJect 
those in your constituency. 

'Thank you for your continued work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sineerely, 

Tracy Schooiiny 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



1 JAN 2 2006 j 
I FCC - MAILROOM 

James Moore 
710 fifth fivenue, Ford City, pfl 16226-1107 

November 2,2005 1213 ?IN 

RepresentativeJohn Murtha 
U S .  nouse of Rzpresentatives 
2423 Rayburn House Office 'Bldg. 
Washington, 9 C  20515-0001 

Subject: ?& Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal Service CC Woeket 96-45 

9ear Representative Nurtha: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCO position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USn collection method to a monthly flat fee, Many of your constituents, including me, m q  friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

TIS you know, UBF is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. I f  thy 
FCCehanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the Jund as someone who uses zero minutes oJ long dislanee a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resourees wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could eause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monlhlq increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume lo low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effeet on small businesses all across flmeriea. 
The Keep USf Pair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps m e  informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCCinformation. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or"pass along" thege fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. 73s a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes lo a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. T?nd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top fCCofficials, the FCC has  plans to change lo a jlat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. t request you 
pass along m y  concerns lo the TCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately afJeel 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

lames Moore 

ee: 
The Federal Cammunicalions Cammission 



Movember 2,2005 544 $1'4 

denator flrlen Specter 
U.S. ,senate 
711 nprt Senate Office Duilding 
Washington. QC 20510-0001 

Subiect: Re: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal hervice CC9ocket 96-4.5 

Oear Senator Specter: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federai Cbmmunieations Commissions' (FCG position to ehanye the Universal 
Service Fund (USF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. including me. my Jriends. famiiy 
and neiyhbors. wiil he negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, U&F is currently collected on a revenue basis. peopii: who use more pay more into the system. I[ Ihc 
FCCehanges that system to a Itat fee, that means that someone who uses  one thousand minutes a month of long 
distanee, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

f l  flat fee lax could cause many low-volume long distanee users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers. to yive up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. ahiftiny the fundins burden of the USPfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneeesaary. In 
addition, i t  would have 8 highly detrimental elfeet on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Keep ZISFFair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, ineluding links to FCC information. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or"pass along" these fees to their customers. the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCyoes lo a numbers taxed, my service will eost more. f lnd 
aecordiny to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCoffieials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee s y s l r m  
soon and without legislation. 

i will continue to monitor deveiopments on the issue and continue to spread the word to my community. I request you 
pass along my concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your eonstitueney. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this  matler 

Sincerely. 

lnpa Foland 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Cbmmission 



I 1 JAN 2 (5 2006 

Wanda Goldug I FCC - MAILROOM 
260 Moshanuou Street 260 Moshaunon Strcct, Philipsburg, PA 16866 

Kepresentativc John Peterson 
11,s. House of Representatives 
123 Caiuon House Office Aldg. 
Wasliiugtou, 1)C 20" . 
Subject: Rc: Fee. .30iut Board 011 TTuiversal Senire CC Docket 96.15 

l ) c x  Representative I'etersoo: 

1 have sericus concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position lo clm?gc thc I !uivcrs;rl 
Service ruud KJSbJ collertiori method to a monthly flat fee, Many of your conslituents, iucludiiig me, m y  friends, 
family and neighbors, will be negatively inipacted by the unfair rhamge proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, ITSF is ruireiitly collected ou a revenue basis. People who use inore pay inore iuLo tlie system. 
FCC cliauges tint system to a flat fee, that rneaus that someone who uses oue thousand nunulcs a mouth of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone wlio uses zero miuutes of long distance a month 
Constitueuts wlio use their limited resourres uisely sliould not be penalized for doing so. 

A tlat fee  ax could cause many low-volume long distance users, likc students, prepaid wircless usen, senior citizens 
aml low-income resideutial and rural rousumers, IO give up their plioues due to miaffordable rnontlily increases o n  
ttsir bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is iadiral and unuecessaiy. 
111 additiou, it would liavc a tiiqhly detrimental cfl'cct a i  small businesses all across hnienca. 
The Keep 1 JSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me iutomed about the ITSF issue with monthly 
ncwslctters and up to date iuformatiou on their websitc, inrluduig hila to FCC infoimatiou. Wdc I iun awarc that 
lcdei-;d law does nol require companies to recover, or "pass along" thesc Sees to their customers, (lie reality is tlrat hey 
(10. As B rousuiner 1 would like ensue 1 am charged fairly. If tlie FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  senire will cost 
Iiiorc. And arcording to the Coalition's rerent meetin@ uith top FCC otlicials, the FCC has plans to chauge lo a llat 
lcc system soon arid without le&tion. 

I wil l  continue to inoilitor developments on the issue and continnc to spreid the word lo m y  connnniiity. I requcst 
you pass along my roucems to the FCC on my belialf, Iclting them know Iiow a llat fee tax ci~uld (lispr,)iioi~ioii;il~ly 
an'ert those in your constituency. 

I Imik you lor your rontirrued work and I look forward lo hexin,: ;ibout your pusilioii 011 this matte~-. 

Siurci-ely, 

Wiuala (hldinig 

Nthc 

,- 

c": 
' l l ~  Federal Cominuniratious Commissioii 



Scuator Jim Talent 
I;.S. Seinte 
4.93 Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, 1)C 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-StateJoint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Dear Senator Talent: 

I have sciious conrenis regarding the Fedcrl Communications Comniissimis' (FCC) positiou to change the Universal 
Seivicc Fund (llSE7 collertioii method to a moutllly flat fee. Many of  your constituents, including inc, m y  lriciids, 
l a d y  :nid neighbors, ail1 be negatively impacted by the uuliir chauge proposed b y  Lhe FCC. 

As you know, USF i s  rurrenlly collected on a revenue basis. People who use more p y  more into the system. I f  the 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that inems that someone who uses one thousand minutes a montli of lonr: 
distalre, pdys the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes oflongdistmre a mouth. 
Constituents who use their limited resourres wisely should uot be penalized for doing so. 

A flat fee trly could cause many low-volume long distanre users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citixns 
aid low-iurome residential and rural consumers, lo give up their phones due to unaffordable mouthly iucreases on 
tlicir bills. Shifting the fuuding hurdeu of the 1 ISF from high volume to low-volume users is radical arid UIIIIC~ 

In  ailditiou, it would havc a highly detrimcnlll cllcrt ou small busincsses all across Americ;~ 
' l l c  Keep USI; Fair Coalition, of which I am a mcmlier, keeps inc iulorniecl about the llSF issue ~ l t l i  monthly 
newsletters a id  up l o  (late information on their wehsite, including liuks to FCC inlbnnatiou. While I ani auwc t l ~ a t  
fc(lera1 law docs not requirc companies to rccover, or "pass aloug" these rets to their custoniers, tlic reality is that they 
do. As a ronsumer I u~oukl like ensuse I am rhargcd fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed. m y  senice will cost 
inore. And according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top PCC officials, the FCC has plans tu change to a flal 
Ice system soou and without legislation. 

1 will continue to monitor developments on the issue and coutiuuc to spread the word to my rommuuity. 1 request 
you pass aloug my concerns to thc FCC on my behalf, letting them kuow how a llat fee tax could dispropoitioii;it~ls 
alfect thosc in your ronstituenry. 

'l'l~anh you for your continued wurk and I look foiward to hcaing about p u r  p o s i t i u n  on this matter. 

SUirevcly, 

1 cd SulliV;ul r .  

cc: 
'l'he Federal Communications Commission 



9avid Low$ 
155 Chestus Road, Madisonville, Ti3 37354 

November 2,2005 5 3 5  flbl 

Representative John Wuncan 
U S .  House of Rzpresentatives 
2267Rayburn House OJfice Bidg 
Washington, WC 20515-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universai Service CCQocket 96-45 

Wear Representative 9uncan: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' ( F C q  position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (US!? collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many oJ your constituents, ineluding me, m y  Jriends, family 
and neighbors, will be negstiveiy impacted by the unfair ehange proposed by the FCC. 

TIS you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. people who use more pay more into the system. l J  the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat feg that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month oJ long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes oJ long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

TI fiat fee tax could cause many iow-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordabie monthiy increases on 
their hills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-voiume users is radical and unneeesaary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental efJect on smaii businesses aii across flmeriea. 
The Keep USFFair Coalition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCC information. While I am aware that federai law does 
not require companies to recover. or "pass along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would iike ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCyoes to a numbers taxed. my serviee will cost more. Tlnd 
according to the Coalition's reeent meetings with top FCX oJficials, the FCC has plans lo ehange to a flat Jet system 
soon and without iegisiation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue and eontinue to spread the word to m y  community. i request you 
pass along m y  coneerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a f lat Jee tax could disproportionately aJJect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and i look forward to hearing shout your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

%avid Lowe 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



Onrania Theocharides 
106 libeity Street , Dover, NJ 07801 

November 2, 2005 8: I(i AM 

Senator Fmrk Imtenberg 
I1.S. Senate 
:Ut Hart Senate Olficc Building 
W'. .I l i l l ~ ~ ~ i l ,  IX m 1 n - n o n i  

Subject: Re: Fcdcrd-State Joiut R o a d  ou Ilniversal Scnlce CC Docket 9fi-'I.5 

1)c;u- Seuator Lauteuberg 

I have serious concenis regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position to change the I Juivcrsal 
Seivice Fuud (ITSF) collection method to a mouthly flat See. Many of your constituents, inrludirrg me, m y  Siiends, 
fainily and neighbors, will he neptively imparted by the unlair change proposed by the FCC. 

As you hiow, USF is cnrredy collected (111 a reveuue basis. People w110 use more pay more into the system. 
FCC changes that system to a flat fee, that meaus that someone who uses one thous;uid mirrutes a month oflr~ug 
distance, pays tlic same amount into the h n d  as someone who uses zero minutes OS loug distaure a mouth. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should uot be peualized lor doing so. 

A llat See taw could cause many low-volume long distauckusers, like students, prepaid wireless users, seuior cilima 
and low-income rcsidential and rural consumers, to give up their phoues due to urrafTordable monthly increases 0 1 1  

tlicir t)ills. Shifting the funding burdeu of the IJSF from high voluinc to low-volume users is radical and uniiecess;oy. 
In addition, it would have a highly detrimentd effect on sinall busiuesses all across America. 
The Keep IJSF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps nie iuforincd about the LJSF issue with urouthly 
isudctters and up to date iiiSormation on their website, iricluding links to FCC iiiSormatiou. While I am aware that 
fe(1eral law does not require companies to rerovei., or "pass dorig" these fees to  their customers, the reality is Iliac tlicy 
do. As a cousumcr I would like ensure I am charged f d y .  IS the I'CC goes to a numbers &xed, m y  setvice will cost 
more. Aud acconliug to tlie Coalition's rerent meetings with top FCC olticials, the FCC has plans to chauge to  a Ilat 
Ice system s o o u  arid without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on tlie issue arid coutinue t o  spread the word to m y  conuuniiity. I i.eeqoest 
you pass along m y  roncenis to the FCC on my hehall; letting them hiow how a flat fee tax could dis1)ropoitii)iiatcI~ 
allcct tliosc in your constituency. 

'l'lrauk you Sor your routinued work and I look romwd to heaing about your positiou ou this matter. 

Sinwrcly, 

( hrauia 'l'licocliarides 

cc: 
The Federal Couunuuications Commissiori 

I S  llic 



Movembirr 2, 200.5 2:50 TIM 

Senator Oianne Feinstein 
U.$. Senate 
331 Wart Senate OfficeBuilding 
Washinyton, 9C 20510-0001 

Subject: %: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal Service E9ocket  96-45 

Oear denator Feinstein: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCQ position to chanye the Universal 
Service Fund (USq collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  frienda, family 
and neighbors. will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the TCC. 

ps you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the syalem. if the 
PCCehanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of lony 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes 01 long distanee 8 month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized tor doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid Mireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, il would have a highly detrimental elfeet on small businesses all across flmeriea. 
' he  Gep USFFair Coalition, of which I am 8 member. keeps me informed about the US? issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their website, including links to FCCinformation. Whiie I am aware that federal iaw does 
not require companies to recover. or "pass along" these fees to their eostomers, the reality is that they do. 'Qs a 
eonsumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the TCCgoes lo a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. dnd 
aceording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCoJficials, the FCC; has plans to chanye to a flai fee system 
soon and without legistation. 

I will continue lo monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns lo the FCCon m y  hehalf, letting them know how a fiat fee tax could disproportionately affeet 
those in your constituency. 

'Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to heariny shout your position on this matter. 

Sincerely. 

Mary Crahh 

ce: 
Tne Federal Communications Commission 



FCC - MAILROOM 
John tlandschy 
7037 9udley 9rive. flrvada, CO 80004-1743 

November 2, 2005 1213 f lM 

%presentative Bob Beauprez 
US. Slouse of %presenlalives 
504 Cannon Mouse Office Building 
Washington. 9C 20515-0001 

Subject: ?&: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal Service CC9ocket 96-45 

Qear %presentative aeauprez: 

I have serious concerns regarding the federal Communications Commissions' (FCG position to change Ihe Universal 
Service Fund (USP) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. Peopie who use more pay more into thr  ayslem. if the 
SCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amounl into the fund as someone who uses zero minules of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing 80. 

71 flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid Ulirelms user& senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unajfordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USF from high volume to low-volume users is radical and unneeessdrg. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on amall businesses all across flmerica. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the UGF issue with monthly newaletlblrs 
and up to date information on their website, ineluding links to FCCinformation. While i am aware that federal law doe8 
not require companies to recover, or"pas8 along" these fees to their cuslomers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cos1 more. flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCoffieials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I wiil continue to monitor developments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request y u  
pass along m y  concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your conlinued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

John Mandschy 

ce: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



! I JAN 2 2006 

Kenneth Jon- I F C C - m  I 
621 Me 127th flvenue, Vancouver, We 986.54-0626 

b 

November 2,2005 1210 flM 

Senator Patty Murray 
US. Senate 
173 Russell Senate Office Duilding 
Washington, 'BC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal Service CC'Bocket 96-45 

gear Senator Murray: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (YW position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USR coilection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me. mq friends, family 
and neighbors, will benegatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by theFCC 

'Ps you know, UST is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCCehanges that system to a flat fee. that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Constituents who use their limited resource5 wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

'P flat fee lax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users. senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the US5 from high volumo to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  Would have a highly detrimental elfeet on small businesses all across 'Pmerica. 
The tkep USF Yair Coalition, of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newaietters 
and up to date information on their website. ineluding l inks lo TCCinformation. While i am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees lo their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, m y  serviee will cost more. find 
aecording lo the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the FCC has plans lo change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the i m e  and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns lo the 5 E o n  m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward to hearing about your position on this nattiLr. 

Sincerely, 

Kmneth Jones 

ce: 
The Federal Communications Chmnission 



RH;ENED & INSPECTED 

JAN 2 6 2006 

9466 Pendergast Rd., phoenix. Ny 13135 

November 2,2005 1:30 flb' 

Senator flillary Clinton 
U.S. Senate 
476 Ruseell &enate Office Building 
Washington, QC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-Stateloint Board on Universal Service dCQocket 96-45 

'Dear Senator Clinton: 

I have serious concerns regarding the Federal C;ommunicationa Commissions' (FdQ position to chanye the Universal 
Service Fund ( U S 0  collection method lo a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents, including me, m y  friends. family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

fls you know, U6F is  currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. IJ Ihe 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee. that means that someone who use8 one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distanee a monlh. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance usps, like students, prepaid wireless us$rs, senior eilizenfi 
and low-ineome residential and rural consumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases an 
their bills. Shifting Ihe funding burden of the USFfrom high volume lo low-volume users is radical and unneceasary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across flmerica. 
The Kaep US5 Fair Cbalition, of which I am a member. keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsl$tters 
and up Io date information on their website, including links to FCCinjormation. While I am aware that federal law does 
not require companies to recover, or "pass along" these fees lo their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCyoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. find 
according to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCCofficials, the FCC has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legidation. 

I will continue lo monitor developments on the iasue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. i request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the FCcon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
Ihose in your constituency. 

Thank you for your conlinued work and I look forward to hearing aboul your position on this  matter. 

Sincerely, 

James Borchik 

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



M 
583 Aberfelda DK. , Spiiu&ekl, OH 45504 

November 2, 2005 X:3Y AM 

Senator Mike IjeWine 
I1.S. Serrate 
I40 Russell Seuate Ofice Building 
Wdstiinfiton, DC 20510-0001 

Sul!jcct: He: I'ederal-Stale Joint R o x d  on I J~livcn;d Service CC lhcket 5J6-4.5 

I h u -  Seuator IkM'inc: 

I have serious co~~ccnis  regxcliug the Federal Commmicatious Commissions' (FCC) position to climge the Iliiivcrsal 
ScMce l'und (ITSF) collection method to a monthly flat fee. Mal) of your constituents, inrluding me, my friends, 
family arid neighbon, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed hy tlie FCC. 

As you h o w ,  IJSF is currently collected on a reveuue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCC rhaqges that system to a llat fee, that means that someone who uses oue thousnd mulutes a month oflollg 
dislaucc, pays the Same ainouiit uito tlie lund as someoIle who uses zero minutes ofk)ng distanrc a monlh. 
CimslitueuL! wlio use their limited resources wisely should uot bc pcidized for doing so. 

.4 flat fee tax could rausc many low-volume loug dismrcc users, like sturlcitts, prepaid wirelcss useis. senior citizciis 
;uld low-illronie residential and rurd cousumers, to give up lheir phorlcs due to miaftirnlablc moilthly incr 
llicir bills. Shifting the Iiundiiy burden of die IJSF from high volume to lowvolume users is radical aud urmcccss;uy 
111 addition, il would have a higldy detlimcnlll effect ou small businesses all across America. 
The Keep 1 JSF Fair Coalition, of which I a m  a member, keeps me iirformcd ahout the 1 JSF issue with rnoiitlily 
newsletters and up lo date inhnnation on their website, iricludiriglinks to FCC informatioil. While I am aware illat 
lideral law does uot require companies to recover, or "pass along" these lees to their custoiiiers, the 1.eality is that they 
do. As a consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I1 the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senice will cost 
more. And acrorrling to the Coalition's rerent meetings with top FCC oficials, the FCC has plans to clnuge to ;I flat 
Ice system soon aial without legislation. 

I will routiiiuc to  monitor clcvelopmcuts ou tlie issue and continue to spi.ead the W J I ~  to  my communit). I rcqucst 
you pass dong my colicems to the FCC ou iny hetiall; Icttiiig them Lumv how a tlat Lee tax could ~lisi)roIx~i~i~Jirat~ls 
;Jlcrl thosc in your constitueucy. 

Tlmnk you lix your cmiiuued work and I look foiwxil to Ilearing ;rt,out your positioii 011 this matter. 

Siiiccrcly, 

Sammye Greer 

c": 
l h c  Federal Communicatioris Commissioii 



Karen Rousseau 
30820 Stephen Ct., Westland, MI 461851740 

Senator Carl Levin 
U.S. henate 
269 Russell Senate OffieeBuilding 
Washington, 9c20510-0001 

Subject: '4e: FederaI-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC9oeket 96-45 

JAN 2 g 2006 

FCC -'MAILROOM 

sear  &enstor Levin: 

I have BeriOU8 concerns regarding the federal Gmmunication8 Cbmmis~ions' (fC;c) position to change the Universal 
Service Fund (USV collection method to a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituents. ineluding me. my friends, family 
and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the FCC. 

d s  you know. USP is currently eolleeted on a revenue basis. peoptir who use more pay more into the system. if thy 
SCC changes that system to a flat fea that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distanee, pays the same smount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a month. 
Cbnstituenls who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for doing so. 

'P flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizen8 
and low-income residential and rural eonsumers, to give up their phones due to unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radical and unnecessary. In 
addition, it would have a highly detrimental effect on small businesses all across <merim. 
The KEEP USf Fair Coslition. of which I 0 m  8 member. keeps me informed aboul the US5 issue with monthly newsietters 
and up to date information on their Website, including link8 to FCC information. While I sm awsre that federai law does 
not require companies to recover, or"pas8 aiong" these fees to their customers, the reality is thet they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure lam charged fairly. If the SCCgoes to a numbers taxed, m y  service will cost more. find 
according to the Cbalition's recent meetings with top F~Cofficials, the FcChss plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor developments on the issue snd  continue to spread the word to m y  community. I request you 
pass along m y  concerns to the K C o n  m y  behaif. ietting them know how a flat fee tsx could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your eontinucd work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Karen Rousseau 

cc: 
The federal Cummunicstions Gmmission 
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I "  

Jill Montes - - I  x MA'LR 

November 1. 2005 5:43 PM 

Senator J e f f  Bingaman 
US. Senate 
703 Hart  Senote Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-0001 

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 

Deor Senator Bingaman: 

I hove serious concerns regarding the Federal Communications Commissions' (FCC) position t o  chonge the 
Universal Service Fund (USF) collection method t o  a monthly f l a t  fee. Many of  your constituents, including 
me, my friends, family and neighbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfoir change proposed by the FCC. 

As you know, USF is currently collected on o revenue basis. People who use more pay more into t h e  system. I f  
the FCC changes that system t o  a flat fee, that  means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month 
of long distance, pays the some amount into the fund as someone who uses zero minutes of long distance a 
month. Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should not be penalized for  doing SO. 

A f l a t  fee tax could cause many low-volume long distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior 
citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers, t o  give up their phones due t o  unaffordable monthly 
increases on their  bills. Shift ing the funding burden o f  the USF from high volume to low-volume users is 
radical and unnecessary. I n  addition, it would have a highly detriment01 e f fec t  on small businesses all across 
America. 
The Keep USF Fair Coalition. o f  which I am o member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly 
newsletters and up t o  date information on their website. including links t o  FCC information. While I am owore 
that federal law does not require companies t o  recover, or "pass along" these fees t o  their customers, the 
reality is that  they do. As o consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. I f  the FCC goes t o  o numbers 
taxed, my service will cost more. And according t o  the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC officials, the 
FCC has plans t o  chonge t o  a f l a t  fee system soon and without legislation, 

I will continue t o  monitor developments on the issue and continue t o  spread the word t o  my community. I 
request you pass along my concerns t o  the FCC on my behalf. letting them know how a flat fee tax could 
disproportionately af fect  those in your constituency. 

Thank you fo r  your continued work and I look forward t o  hearing about your position on this matter 

Sincerely, 

Jill Montes 
, ,  , . .  

cc: 
The Federal Communications Commission 



I JAN 2 6 2006 
James Jefferis IV I 
13520 Victory Blvd. # 6 ,  Van Nuys .  Cfl91401-1T24 

November 2, 2005 135 dlai 

Senator Wianne Feinstein 
U.S. Senate 
331 Slart Senate Office Building 
Washington, 'BC 20410-0001 

Subiect: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal &mice CC'Boeket 96-45 

Wear Senator Feinstein: 

I have serious concerns regarding Ihe federal Communications Commissions' (FCO position to chanse the Universal 
Service Fund (USV collection method lo a monthly flat fee. Many of your constituenls, including me. my friends, family 
and neiyhbors, will be negatively impacted by the unfair change proposed by the  FCC. 

TIS you know, USF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. If the 
FCCchanges that system to a flat fee, that means that someone who uses one thousand minutes a month of long 
distance, pays the same amount into the fund as  someone who uses zero minute6 of long distance a month. 
Constituents Who use their limited regourcea wi8ely should not be penalized for doiny so. 

fl flat fee tax could cause many low-volume long distanee users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-income residential and rural consumers, to givc up their phones due  lo unaffordable monthly increases on 
their bills. ahifling the funding burden oJ the USFfrom high volume to low-volume users is radieal and unnecessary. In 
addition, i t  would have a highly detrimental effect on small businessea all across flmeriea. 
The Kgep US? Fair &slition. of which I am a member, keeps me informed about the USF issue with monthly newsletters 
and up to date information on their Website, including links to FCCinformation. While I am aware that federal iaw dots 
not require companies to recover, or "pas8 along" these fees to their customers, the reality is that they do. fls a 
consumer I would like ensure I am charged fairly. If the FCCgoes to 8 numbers taxed. m y  service will cost more. flnd 
according to the Coalition's recent meelings with top FCC officiais, the TCC has plans to change to a flat fee system 
soon and without legislation. 

I will continue to monitor deveiopments on the issue and continue to spread the word to m y  community. I requeSt you 
pass along my concerns to the FCCon m y  behalf, letting them know how a flat fee tax could disproportionately affect 
those in your constituency. 

Thank you for your continued work and I look forward lo hearing about your position on this matter. 

Sineereiy, 

James Jefferis IV 

ec: 
The Federal Communications Cbmmission 



JAN 2 6 2006, Robert G o d  
476 Saw MBU Road , WarfordTburg, PA 17267-8807 ! 
Representative Rill Shuster 
1 I.S. House of llcprescntatives 
1108 Iningworth House Olfce Bldg, 
Washington. 1 X  20515-0001 

Subject Re: Fcderal-State Joint Board on LJnivesersal SeMce CC Docket 96-45 

lkar Representative Sliuster: 

I llavc serious roiicems regarding the Federal Commwiirations Commissions' (FCC) position to ctmnge the I lnivcrral 
Scivirc Fund (lJS1') collection method to a monthly flat fec. Many of your constituents, inrluding me, my fncnds, 
I;uniily and neighbors, will be negatively impacted hy ttic uukiir change proposed by tlic FCC. 

As you know, IJSF is currently collected on a revenue basis. People who use more pay more into the system. I f  the 
FCC rlmiges that system to a flat fee. that means that suineone who uses one thousand minutes a month ofloiig 
(liskicc, pays the sane amount into the fund as sumeone who uses zero minutes of long distance a mouth. 
Constituents who use their limited resources wisely should riot be penalized for doiug so. 

A flat fee tax could cause many low-volmne loug distance users, like students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens 
and low-uiromc residelid arid rural ronsurners, to give up their plioncs due to ulialfosdable monthly inrreases 0 1 1  

their bills. Shifting the funding burden of the IJSF frnm high volume to low-volume users is mdicd and uuneccssar);. 
111 addition, it would have a highly dehnental eflert 011 small businesses all across America. 
The Keep 1JSt; Fair Coalition, of wtiirh I am a member, kceps me irdomed abnut tlrc llSF issue with monthly 
uewslctrers and up to date infomation on their wcbsitc, including buks to FCC iliCorniation. While I :mi awm that 
ledcral law dues not require romiianies to recoves, or "pass doug" these lees to their rustomen, the reality is drat tlicy 
do. As a roiisuincs I would like ensure I am charged t i d y .  IF the FCC goes to a numbers taxed, my senire wi l l  cost 
more. And arcording to the Coalition's recent meetings with top FCC ollirials, the FCC has plans to rllailge to ii llat 
lee system soon arid without legislation. 

I d l  contiiiue to morutos developments on the issue and ronlinue to spread the word to my community. I request 
you pass along my concerns to the FCC ou my hehalf, letting them know hnw a llat kc  tax could (lisl,mp,,l-tionatcl! 
dkct  those in your constituency. 

'l'lrmk you h r  ynur continued work and I look loward to he.aing about your position 011 this matter 

Siitrcrcly, 

< < :  
'Ihe Federal Cornmumcanons Coinmission 


